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and Sir Edward Clarke, doyen of the Bar and himself a former
holder of the same office :

I congratulate you with all my heart. You have nobly earned this
honour, and any others which in due course may follow from it.

I know your future will be worthy of yourself and of our profession
and I hope it may be full of success and happiness. Always your faithful
friend.

It was, therefore, all the more unfortunate that at the outset
of his official life he should have inherited from his predecessor
a case which was not only to cause him profound anxiety but was
to constitute the one instance in which his professional conduct
exposed him to criticism.

George Archer-Shee, then a boy of thirteen, had gone from
Stonyhurst to Osborne in the year 1908.   On October 7 of that
year he had cashed at the village post office a postal order for
15s. 6d. which was his own property.    On the same day a boy
named Terence Back complained that an order for 5s. had been
stolen from him.    Inquiries were thereupon made of the local
postmistress, who stated that both orders had been cashed by the
same boy.   The Commander promptly sent for Archer-Shee and
asked him to write out Back's signature 5   the boy duly wrote
"Terence H. Back," which was in fact the form in which Back
normally signed.    The Commander, ignoring the fact that the
two boys had entered the college together, slept next to each
other, had adjoining lockers and were in the same class, regarded
it as highly  suspicious that Archer-Shee  should know Back's
Christian name and felt obliged to report the whole matter to
the Admiralty.    His suspicions were later confirmed by a well-
known handwriting expert who identified the signature upon the
stolen postal order as having been written by Archer-Shee ; and
upon this evidence the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty
proceeded on October 18 to communicate for the first time with
the boy's father.    After briefly reciting the facts they informed
him that "investigation of the circumstances of the case leaves
no other conclusion possible than that the postal order was taken
by your son, Cadet George Archer-Shee.  My Lords deeply regret
that they must therefore request you to withdraw your son
from the College."

Such investigation as had taken place had in fact been both
perfunctory and high-handed. The boy's father had not been
told what was happening and no one had been given an oppor-
tunity to making inquiries on his behalf. But the boy had through-
out vehemently protested his innocence, and his father, believing